protoplasm. Such retrospective analyses are particularly valuable in helping readers, especially those who are initiating work in a scientific area, understand how new ideas are developed, tested, and ultimately validated. As importantly, by understanding how investigators overcame impediments to advance knowledge in a field, readers can be informed and, we hope, inspired-a notion invoked by peer reviewers of the article by Welch and Clegg.
I thus invite readers who have an interest in these types of articles to contact one of the associate editors or me to propose topics for additional Historical Perspectives and in addition, and as importantly, to propose authors who can provide useful insights, such as those in the Historical Perspective by Welch and Clegg. Several of the Associate Editors have identified potential topics and suggested authors for such articles, but we
